REMARKS 

Reconsideration of the application is requested in view of the amendments above, 
attachment hereto, and comments which follow. 

Taking the matters raised by the examiner in tum in the office action, the long section 
regarding priority is noted, but it is believed that no amendments are necessary. Should the 
examiner be referring to something in particular, it is requested that the examiner enlighten the 
applicant. 

Regarding numbered section 2 of the office action, a new abstract is appended hereto for 
consideration by the examiner. Approval is requested. 

Regarding numbered section three of the office action, appropriate changes have been 
made to specification to correct the 3 noted by the examiner. The careful review by the examiner 
is appreciated, and it is believed that everything is now in order. 

In the office action, the examiner has rejected most of the claims on the basis of the prior 
art, but did indicate the allowability of the subject matter of claims 34, 37 and 39, explaining that 
in numbered sections 12 and 13 of the office action. While the indicated allowability of those 
claims is gratefully acknowledged, it is submitted that all claims of the new claims set are in 
condition for allowance. Claim 42, which is the only independent claim of the application, has 
been recast to define the shape of the valve seat and the valve closure. 

As operation of the valve is dependent on a pressure difference caused by a blockage 
developing in the air path upstream of the fan, which can develop slowly over time, it is 
important that the valve opens decisively once the pressure differential exceeds a predetermined 



threshold. The applicant has found that by using a hemispherical surface whose radius is related 
to the radius of curvature of the valve seat, the valve will open more reliably and there is less 
tendency for the valve closure to stick, as has been found to occur if flat plates or differently- 
shaped closures have been employed. 

It is submitted that these features distinguish from the prior art and are allowable 
thereover, and therefore it is submitted that new claims 42-59 are allowable. 

As this response is being submitted during the sixth month following the examiner's 
office action, an appropriate petition for extension of time is also submitted herewith, 

February 28, 2007 Respectfully submitted. 
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